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This is a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 of the above-identified application. 

Request for Continued Examination (RCE) practice under 37 CFR 1.114 does not apply to any utility or plant application filed prior to Jutfe' 
1995, or to any design application. See Instruction Sheet for RCEs (not to be submitted to the USPTO) on page 2. 
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Previously submitted. If a final Office action is outstanding, any amendments filed after the final Office action may be 
considered as a submission even if this box is not checked. 
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Consider the arguments in the Appeal Brief or Rely Brief previously filed on 
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Suspension of action on the above-identified application is requested under 37 CFR 1.103(c) for a 

period of months. (Period of suspension shall not exceed 3 months; Fee under 37 CFR 1 .1 7(i) required) 

Other 
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The RCE fee under 37 CFR 1.17(e) is required by 37 CFR 1.114 when the RCE is filed. 
The Director is hereby authorized to charge the following fees, or credit any overpayments, to 
Deposit Account No. 
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RCE fee required under 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
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Examiner: Yehdega Retta 
Art Unit: 3622 



REQUEST for CONTINUED EXAMINATION 

RECEIVED 

INTRODUCTION nqv 0 4 2003 

Dear Examiner Retta: GROUP OiK, J 

Regarding application 09/536,727, the Office Action of 10/08/2003 denied Applicant's request 
for reconsideration stating: 

"entering an amount of money to be owed if they pay attention to a specific ad message, 
changes the scope of the limitation therefore, requires further search/consideration." 
[Italics added] 

Applicant requests continued examination of application 09/536,727 for several reasons: 

1 . Examiner has stated that the application requires further search/consideration. 

2. The objection/rationale above was not mentioned to the Applicant until the Action of 
10/08/2003, although almost the exact line above has existed in all the Applicant's claims 
since claim 4, submitted 01/28/03. Further, all Applicant's previous claims include a 
statement that is synonymous with the italicized statement above, all disclosing an offer 
with an associated EV payment for attention to a message. Thus, due to the timing of 
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Examiner's objection, Applicant has not had a chance during the first examination to 
respond to possible issues raised. 



3. Examiner also rejected submitted claims 4-6 based on prior art. Applicant responded to 
this prior art, but Examiner did not consider the content of Applicant's arguments 
because Applicant presented the wrong type of arguments (see Action of 08/01/2003). 

4. Applicant made a corrected attempt to discuss prior art (see submission of 09/08/2003) 
but this attempt was not responded to because Examiner found, in the Action of 
10/08/2003, that Applicant's claim required further search/consideration, as discussed. 

If additional search/consideration is necessary, Applicant appreciates Examiner's efforts. 

In any case, Applicant requests that the Examiner review Applicant's discussion (first submitted 
on 09/08/2003) showing how Applicant's invention differs from the currently applied prior art. 

As instructed by Examiner, Applicant has described "what the prior art does not teach or suggest 
as claimed by applicant's invention," pointing out the patentable novelty in view of the state of 
the art disclosed by the references cited, as required by 37 CFR 1.11 lc. 

Applicant re-submits this discussion of prior art below. 



CONTENTS of this REQUEST for CONTINUED EXAMINATION 



NEW CLAIM 7 



3-4 



REMARKS on REVISIONS 



5-6 



REMARKS on the PRIOR ART 



7-13 



Illustrative Example 
Signature 
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